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German Opinion of the Divorce of
Henry VIII

f P H E divorce of Henry VIII and Catharine of Aragon has long
JL been regarded as one of tho turning-points in English history.

Shakespeare and Thomas Gray, in attributing to Anne Boleyn
the introduction of Lutheran ideas into England, did but express
the view which until comparatively recent times has generally
obtained. Although far less weight than formerly is now
attributed to the personal action of the king, yet the connexion
of the divorce with the Reformation is still sufficiently obvious
to make the study of this curious affair, with its strange mixture
of private and public considerations, of conscience, policy, and
lust, instructive in the highest degree. So much minute research
has been devoted to the subject during the past generation,
that it may seem singular that one side of it, namely the con-
nexion with it of the leading theologians of Germany, has been
almost entirely overlooked. The fullest account of the negotia-
tions with these men, and of their attitude, is still to be found in
Bishop Burnet's History, written two centuries ago, but owing
to the publication since then of many new materials this account
is no longer adequate. In a previous paper I narrated the story
of Luther's attitude towards the divorce ; 1 in the present one
I propose to do the same for some of Luther's contemporaries.
The study casts light on both English and German history ; it
.•shows that Henrys government was far more persistent than is
usually supposed in getting from the protestants a favourable
opinion which might serve as a basis for alliance, and at the
same time brings out the interesting ideas of the reformers on the
questions of divorce and polygamy.

Erasmus was one of the first on whom the coming event cast
its shadow. He had been presented to Henry, when the latter
was a mere boy, in 1499 ; 2 ten years later he had hailed his
accession to the throne with joy,3 and during his long stay in

1 Ante, xxv. G5U f.
1 P. a Allen, Opus Epistolarum Erusmi (Oxford, 1006), i. 239.
2 Ibid. pp. 449 f. Erasmus left Italy for England on the expectation of receiving

promotion from Henry, anticipated by Warham and Mountjoy.
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672 GERMAN OPINION OF THE October

England from 1509-14 he had been graciously received at court,
and had, indeed, made so favourable an impression on Queen
Catharine that she asked him to give her lessons, a duty from
which he begged to bo excused.4 In 1514 it was first rumoured
that Henry intended to obtain a divorce,8 but the birth of the
Princess Mary (151(5), by giving tho king hope of further issue,
postponed the execution of the plan for many years. In view
of later events it does not seem unreasonable to assume that
the queen continued to be anxious about her position, and that,
in the endeavour to strengthen it, she requested two eminent
authorities, Erasmus and another Burgundian subject of her
nephew Charles V, to write on the topic of marriage. Vives
published his work, De Femina Christiana,6 dedicated to Catharine,
in 1523, but said little about divorce. In the following year
accordingly, the queen, through her chamberlain, Lord Mountjoy,
asked Erasmus to write her a book on marriage. Erasmus com-
plied, and published in 1526 The Institution of Christian Matri-
mony,1 in which he so thoroughly examines the question of
divorce as to make us suspect that his opinion was particularly
solicited on this point. After remarking how inauspicious the
dissolution of marriage has been considered even by those nations
which allow it, and expatiating on the solemn and binding
character of the contract,8 the writer proceeds to consider the
impediments, some of which suffice to render any union void,
some of which can break a marriage contract, but not one which
has been consummated.9 Union with a brother's widow is
expressly stated to be an insufficient cause for nullification,10

and the value of a papal dispensation is considered, with the
conclusion that it is valid in some cases but not in all. In general

• Ibid. p. 569. * Calendar of State Papers, Venetian, 1509-19, no. 479.
• Vivis Opera (Valontia, 1798), vol. vi. Wo do not know that Vives was requested

to write this work by tho queen, but tho oxample of Erasmus and tho fact that Vivee
was later accused of giving Catharine advice on the divorce make us suspect it:
Letters and Papers of Henry VIII, iv. ii. 4990, November 1528. Martin Hume, The
Wives of Henry VIII, p. 142, says that the queen applied to Vives and Erasmus, but
his references are all wrong, as well as his conclusion : ' Epistles in stilted Latin was
all sho got from either.' In 1531 tho imperial ambassador at London, Eustache
Chapuys, made several efforts to secure an opinion favourable to tbo queen from
Cornelius Agrippa of Nettesheim. Agrippae Opera (Lugduni, s.a.), ii. 973f., 989,
996. The conjecture of A. Prost (Agrippa de Netteshtim, 1881, ii. 262) that
Henry VIII approached Agrippa in 1.129 for an opinion is untenable. The scholar
declined to write on the subject.

' Mairimonii Christiani lnslituiio, Opera (Leyden, 1703), v. 613 f. Erasmus
appears to have known Vives's work, which he followed in advising that girls be for-
bidden to read romances. In tho dedicatory epistle to the queen, 15 July 1526
(EpistoUu., London, 1642, xxix. 40), he says that he promised tho work to Mountjoy
more than two years before. On the other hand, in a letter to Piso, 9 September 1526
(ibid. xxi. 65), he says the quoen had aRked for the book a year ago. See also his letter
to Beda, 10 June 1525, ibid, xix. 91.

' Opera, v. 618 f. ' Ibid. 033 f. •• Ibid. 639.
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1912 DIVORCE OF HENRY VIII 673

the writer may be said to take a well-balanced view, inclining
slightly to the side of his patroness. The queen was too much
preoccupied to acknowledge the work at once, but after a gentle
reminder from him n she directed Mountjny to write expressing
her pleasure and thanks li and sending a gift.13

By this time the plan for a divorce was well known. Erasmus
received information of the rumoured separation of ' Jupiter and
Juno ' from John Crucius Berganus, who visited England in 1527,
but did not think it safe to write until he had reached Louvain
in the following January.1* On 2 September Erasmus wrote to
his friend Vives at London : ' Far be it from me to mix in the
affair of Jupiter and Juno, especially as I know little about it.
But I should prefer that he should take two Junos rather than
put away one.' 15 In thus declaring a preference for bigamy to
divorce Erasmus expressed an opinion which, strange as it may
seem to us, was very widespread at this time. Henry himself at
one time suggested it as a possibility.18 The pope had recently
allowed the king of Castile to take two wives.17 Clement VII
at one time proposed this solution of the difficulty to the English
ambassador.18 The distinguished catholic theologian Cajetan
judged that polygamy was not against natural law, and was not
forbidden in the Bible, and that the pope might grant dispensa-
tion for it to avoid a greater evil.19 Luther, too, had already
in his Babylonian Captivity of the Church affirmed that bigamy
was a lesser evil than divorce,20 and in his reply to this work
Henry VIII (or his assistants) did not contradict the assertion.21

Sir Thomas More, however, was shocked by it, and severely
censured it in his Responsio ad Lutherum, published under the
pseudonym of William Ross.22 Erasmus knew both the Baby-
lonian Captivity and More's reply (though he was not aware that
this was by his friend). He was repelled by the violence of both
parties, and thought that if anything the Englishman was in this
respect the worse.23

" 1 March 1528, Episloliic, xix. 09.
" 1 May (1528), Fdrstcmann-Cunther, Britje an Desideriiu Erasmus (1004), no. 66,

wrongly dated lf>27.
11 2 September 1528, Epistolae, ix . 87.
11 Enthoven, Briefe an Daiderius Erasmim (1900), no. 12, wrongly placed in 1522.

The true date, 28 January 1528, is given by Vocht, Englitehe Studien, 1909, p. 386.
" Epistolae, xi. &1. Vives replied on 1 October,' lupiteret Iuno utinam aliquando

litcnt non priscae illi Veneri Bed Christo vorticordio': Optra, vii. 192.
" Pollard, Henry Vlll (London, 1905), p. 206.
" Calendar of State Paper*, Spanish, ii. 379. " Pollard, p. 207.
" W. W. Rockwell, Die Doppelekr. des Lan&grajt* Philipp von Hessen (Marburg,

1904), pp. 304 f.
" In 1520: Luthers Werke (Weimar), vi. 559.
n Ante, xxv. 669. ° Mori Opera (1689), p. 146.
" Eraami Opera (1703), x. 1652. ErasmuB «ay« that those who write againat

Luther are ' apod Anglo* Rex rpse, Iohannes Epiacopus Roffenaia, et tertius quidam

VOL. xxvn.—NO. cvm. x x
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«74 GERMAN OPINION OF THE October

When, in 1529, Henry found he could not get the desired
dispensation from the pope, he began to collect the opinions of
universities and learned men to support him in summarily
repudiating Catharine. It is not certain that lie applied to
Erasmus, but one of the latters epistles, to his intimate friend
Boniface Amorbach, written early in 1530, certainly makes it
appear that this was the case.24 Erasmus tells his friend that
the king says he had not taken Catharine from love, and that he
(Erasmus) advises him to marry his daughter to a noble and make
her son his heir. Yet he asks whether, aa so much bloodshed
would result from a disputed succession, a dispensation might not
be given, though this would bo hard on the queen. Amorbach
replied on 28 February 1530 M that the question involved was
one for jurists, and that the pope had power of dispensation for
divorce only in extreme cases. It was not certain that a second
marriage would produce an heir. Amorbach adds : ' If I were
a Lutheran I should add that a new wife might be taken without
putting away the old one, for polygamy was practised by the
patriarchs and Luther teaches that it is not forbidden by the
New Testament.' "

About a year later Erasmus's opinion was solicited by the
party opposed to Henry, two nobles from the imperial court
acting as agents. Apparently ho tried to avoid giving them
a direct answer, and thus a rumour arose that he was favourable
to the divorce.27 His position was indeed a delicate one. His
horror of war, and his belief that a disputed succession would be
followed by this calamity, naturally led him to regard a second
marriage as desirable ; at the same time as a subject of the
emperor he felt unwilling to take a decided part against his
sovereign's aunt.28 We thus find his expressions on the subject
somewhat contradictory. To Damian a Goes he gave the impres-
sion that he was against the divorce ; a to another friend he wrote
that he thought the king justified in it. as he had obtained the
approval of so many doctors.30 To a third he wrote in November
1533, that he had heard the king had taken back the queen, and,

trim amarulentus ut ipei Luthero promt mudium unguum ostendere'. This can only
refer to More, who was indeed every whit as violent as Luther. There is nothing worse
in all Luther's works than the passage in More's Ruponsio found in hi* Opera, p. 38.

" Erasmi Epistolae ad Bon. Anierbaehium (Basle, 1779), no. 11.
" Burckhardt-Biedennann, Bon. Arnerbach und die Reformation (Banle, 1894),

pp. 238 f.
" Luther's Commentary on Oenesit (1523), Werke (Weimar), xiv. 250 f., 171.
17 Damian a Qoes to Erasmus, 20 Juno 1633, Foratomann-Gunther, op. tit. no. 188 ;

Erasmi Epislclae, zxvii. 19.
" Burnet says that Erasmus was tocretly in favour of the divorce, but would not

appear in it for fear of the emperor : Hittory of the Reformation, ed. Pocock (Oxford,
1805), i. 160.

•* Forstemann-Gunther, op. cit. no. 188.
" To ViglhiB Zuichemus, 14 May 1533, Erasmi Optra, iii, appendix, ep. 372.
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1912 DIVORCE OF HEN BY VIII 675

though he could not believe it, he hoped it was true.31 His policy
was evidently to keep a8 far as possible friends with all parties ;
when Anne Boleyn's star was in the ascendant Erasmus dedi-
cated several works to her father, Lord Rochford.3* The terrible
history of the year 1535, with the execution of More and Fisher,
changed Erasmus's feelings in the matter. In a poem attributed
to him, written before he had heard of the death of Queen
Catharine,33 but first published afterwards, Henry is severely
arraigned for tyranny and lust, and bidden to cast out his
harlot and take back his legitimate wife. If these words are
authentio, as is probably the case, they give us the last opinion
of Erasmus on the repudiation of Catharine.34 I t is highly
characteristic of the Dutch humanist that he approached the
question almost entirely from the practical point of view. While
in the Institutio Matrimonii he carefully examines the theological
arguments in general, when the specific case is put before him
the considerations which move him are, first, to avoid a civil
war, and then to spare the feelings of all parties as much as
possible, particularly those of the queen.

It is strikingly different with the other German theologians
to whom Henry applied. They, though showing the influence
of political, and especially of propagandist motives, are chiefly
concerned to ground their decisions on a careful study of the
Bible and the canon law. Henry began soliciting their opinions
in 1531, and entrusted the business to several agents. One of
them, William Paget, was accredited to Philip, landgrave of
Hesse, with whom he had a conference at Rothenburg in Septem-
ber 1531.38 Paget promised his master's support to the German
protestants against the emperor, and particularly requested the
advice of Philip's divines on the divorce. He so much impressed
the landgrave that the latter wrote to Luther urging him for
political reasons to give the answer that the king desired,38 and
at the same time submitted the proposition to his new university
at Marburg. Their answer, dated on 12 October 1531, was
forwarded to Henry, whose name, however, is not mentioned in
the document. Tho rector and professors, with an independence
surprising in view of their later obsequiousness in Philip's own

11 To Olaim, secretary of Queon Mary of Hungary, Monumtnla Ilungariae historica,
Diplomataria, n v (Budapest, 1875), p. 424.

" The CatecJusmut, Opera, v. 1133 f., ami tho Knarratio tripUx in Psahnum XXII,
ibid. 1294 f. Several letters that pasucd between them are extant.

n On 6 January 1538. Chapnys wrote to Erasmus a full account of tho queen'*
decease on 1 February 1636, Enthoven, op. cit. no. 145.

" lncompaTabilie .. . D. Eratmi . . . in taneiisaiinorum martymm Roftntis Epineojii
ae Th. Mori . . . Htroicvm Carmen. Menso Scptembre, MDXXXV1. (Colophon)
Hagenau.

•* F. Kuch, folilixlius Archiv its Landgrajcn Philipp von Ut&itn (Lcipiig, 1911),
ii. « 2 . ** Ante, xxv. 665.

X X 2
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676 GERMAN OPINION OF THE October

case, advised against divorce, and said nothing about bigamy.37

Thomas Cranmer, who was ambassador to the emperor at Ratisbon
in 1532, also busied himself to collect opinions on the divorce.
He induced Andrew O3iander, a very prominent Lutheran
pastor at Nuremberg whom he visited and whose niece he
married, to declare in favour of the king. Osiander had pre-
viously stated that he considered union with a brother's widow
lawful ; M but now he changed his opinion on this point, and
wrote a book, De ince>ituwo Matrimonio, which was suppressed by
the Nuremberg town council out of respect to the emperor.39

But Henry's principal Rgent in Germany was Simon Grynaeus,
a learned Greek scholar, who had taught at Heidelberg from
1524 to 1529 and had then l>oen called by Oecolampadius to
Basle with some idea of filling the vacancy caused by Erasmus's
recent removal to Freiburg.40 In the early summer of 1531 he
made a journey to London to consult some manuscripts, taking
with him introductions from Erasmus to some of his friends,
apparently including More and Tuns tall.41 Though the impression
he made on these persons, owing to his warm defence of Zwingli,
was far from favourable, they brought him to the notice of the
king, who caused him to meet three or four doctors to argue the
question of the divorce, and requested him, armed with their
reasons, to collect the judgements of his leading countrymen on
the subject, and at the same time gave him a sum of money for
his services.** Immediately after his consultation with the
doctors he returned to the continent, and arrived by 12 June
at Ghent, where he had an interview with Vives*3 who had
already written in favour of the king.*4 Coming to Basle shortly
afterwards he at once set about his task.

He apparently did not write to Luther (who was approached
from another quarter), perhaps thinking that his quarrel with

** Marburg Archives, England, 1531-45, under date, kindly communicated to me
by my friend Professor W. W. Rockwell. It may be interesting to note here that
Tindale'e Practice of Prelates ; whether the King's Oract may be separated from the
Queen, 1530, purporting to bo printed by HanB Luft at Marburg, was not really
printed at Marburg at all. Mr. Robert Stecle, in a recent article in The Library (April
1911), thinks that the ' Marburg' books of Hans Luft were printed at Antwerp. Bat
there is evidence that three of them at least were printed at Cologne: see my article
in the (New York) Nation, 16 May 1912.

" In 1528: O. Kawerau, De Digamia Episcoporum (Kiel, 1889), p. 51.
" VV. Moller, A. Osiander, pp. 154 f. ; Piicock, Records of the Reformation, ii. 483 f.;

W. W. Rockwell, op. cit. p. 220.
" Realencyhlopildie /«r protestantisclie Tkeoloaie (3rd edition), vii. 218. I am not

aware that Erasmus evor taught at the university of Basle.
" Erasmi Opera, iii, appendix, op. 374.
•* (Jhapuys to Charles V, 6 June 1531, Letters and Papers, v, no. 287 ; cf. Calendar

of Spanish Papers, 1631-3, ii. 177.
u Vives to Erasmus: Vivia Openi, vii. 104.
" Vives to Henry Vlll, Urugex, 13 .luniiary 1631, ibid. p. 134.
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1912 DIVORCE OF HENRY VIII C77

Henry would render him disinclined to interfere in the matter.
He applied instead to Melanchthon in July,14 and asked for an
opinion which was drawn up by the latter with great care on
23 August.4* The Wittenberg professor begins by investigating
the nature of the commands given by God in the Bible, some of
them being laws of nature, which may never be transgressed
under any circumstances, and some of them merely positive
commands which have been either abrogated by the new dis-
pensation or may be dispensed with for good cause by the
church. The marriage with a brother's widow is clearly, he holds,
of the second class, whereas divorce, save for adultery, belongs to
the former. The English king is therefore unable to repudiate his
wife, and Melanchthon thinks that he would naturally prefer not
to do so simply to spare her and their daughter the consequent
disgrace. He then considers the public welfare and the necessity
of securing the succession. His method of finding a solution for
this problem, consistent with his former propositions, would be,
to one who was not in some degree prepared for it, equally
ingenious und startling : ' It may be done without any peril to
the conscience or reputation of any one by polygamy.' He hastens
to add that he would not concede this to every one, but as the
examples of the patriarchs show that it was not forbidden by the
law of nature, he thinks it may be practised in certain circum-
stances. It is impossible to be sure whether this document ever
reached London.47 The Saxons, however, entertained some
expectation that Henry would follow the advice to take a second
wife.48

The plan did not recommend itself to the English king, who
sent several other embassies to Wittenberg to get a positive ap-
proval of the divorce. The most important of these missions was
that of Edward Fox, bishop of Hereford, and Nicholas Heath,
archdeacon of Stafford, who arrived at Wittenberg in December
1535, and negotiated with the reformers for four months.4'
On the way they stopped in November at Strassburg, where they
discussed the divorce with Bucer, though without any definite

° Corpus Hejormaiorum, ii. 515.
" Two forms of this document are extant. Corpus Heformaiorum, U. 620 f. and

Thtologuche Stvdien und Kritiken, lviii (1885), 728 f. (from a manuscript copy by
Bugenhagen). I have investigated the letters and works of the Wittenbergers Bugen-
hagen and Jonas without finding anything relative to the divorce.

" It is not mentioned by Grynaeus among the other letters he sent, nor by Burnet,
who had beforo him manuscripts of letters which had reached England. It is also
surpriaing to note that in a letter of Melanchthon to Grynaeus, August 1531 (Corpus
Btfomatorum, ii. 630 f.). no allusion is made to it or to the question in general. On
the other hand it may have been taken to Henry by Barnes.

" George Hpalatin, the chaplain of Frederick the Wise, wrote to Hans von Doliig
in February 1632, that it was still doubtful whether Henry would do so : Zdtwhrijt
fur KircHengesehichte, jdx. 499. - Ante, zzv. 668.
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078 GERMAN OPINION OF THE October

rcnult, an the latter stated it to be. the only point of controversy
left between them.60 The English divines were commissioned
to treat ' aa well in the king's great cause of matrimony as in
other causes pertaining to the wealth of this realm \M They
discharged their task with thoroughness ; the progress of their
disputations on the theological points is in great part known to
us,62 as well as the result, a series of articles which had some
direct influence on the formation of English theology.53 Here
again the divorce proved the hardest problem for solution. The
opinion of the Wittenbergers, drafted by Melanchthon, shows
some modification of their previous views, which was apparently
due not so much to the arguments of the Englishmen a« to those
of Osiander.54 The Saxons have now M come to believe that the
union with a brother's widow is forbidden by divine law, but
aa they think divorce is also forbidden by it they beg the king
to allow them to express no decision on so intricate a case.
That the real opinion of the theologians was still against the
validity of the marriage of Anne Boleyn may be gathered from
a letter of John Frederick, elector of Saxony, dated 9 August 1536,
in which that marriage is condemned and is stated to be the
reason why alliance with England is impossible.8*

In the meantime Grynaeus had solicited, obtained, and for-
warded to London the opinions of a number of the Swiss and
South German reformers. Zwingli's opinion was given on
17 August 1531 B7 in a long letter. After full discussion of the
pertinent biblical texts, he concludes that marriage with a
brother's widow is forbidden by divine law, from which no pope
can dispense, that therefore the king's marriage is null and void,
and that the queen should be honourably put away. After seeing
the contrary judgements of some of the other reformers he
reasserted his own decision in a second letter of 1 September.68

Hie opinion of polygamy is sufficiently shown by the fact that
a citizen of Zurich was beheaded for this crime, doubtless with

M T. Scbiess, Briefvuckael itt Blower (1908, 1909), i. 700, ii. 823.
11 Cromwell to Cranmer, 5 January 1635: R. B. Herriman, Life and Letter* of

Thonuu Cromwttt, i. 372.
" P. Drews, Diipvtationeii Dr. Martin Luthers (Gottlngon, 1896). The English

embassy is stated to have been present at the debate on private masses, 29 January
1536, p. 69; and it is probable that thoy were also present at the debate on justification,
14 January, p. 33, and perhaps at others.

u First published by Professor G. Mente under the title Die Wittenoctger Artiktl
von 1636, Leipzig, 1905 ; cf. J. Gairdner, LcOardy and He Reformation, i i 316 f.

" Rockwell, op. eit. 220.
u Corpus Reformatorum, ii. 527, wrongly plaoed under the year 1531 ; the mention

of Vox and Heath gives the true date, 1536 to which it was assigned by Seckendnrf,
following Burnet.

*• G. Mentx, Johann FriedricM, iii. 354 (Jena, 1909).
" His letter is not now in print. Burnet summarizes it, op. tit. i. 160 f.
*' Burnrt, /. c.
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1912 DIVORCE OF HENRY VIII 679

Zwingli's approval, on 30 April 1527.*9 Grynaeus was pleased
with his answer.80 Oecolampadius agreed with Zwingli, by whom
he was apparently influenced. On 18 July he wrote to Bucer
asking him to forward the documents in the case.81 On 13 August
he sent a full account of the affair to Zwingli, requesting his
advice.82 He stated that as Henry had been deceived by the
pope and badly treated by Luther he was now turning to them,
and he hoped that for political reasons such an answer as the king
wished might be given him, though he would not do anything
wrong. He enlarged on the king's sufferings of conscience and
the decisions of the universities, and quoted the Old Testament
passages in his favour. A week afterwards he had received his
friend's answer and replied that he agreed exactly with it, and
hoped that Bucer and Capito, though they were conceited in their
own ideae, would accept it.83 He blamed them severely for sug-
gesting bigamy as a possible solution, adding: ' God forbid that
in this we should obey Mohammed rather than Christ.' He
accordingly stated his conclusion, to the effect that the marriage
was null, in two letters to Grynaeus.84 With Zwingli and
Oecolampadius sided Paul Phrygio.86

The group of reformers of Strassburg, Wolfgang Capito,68

Martin Bucer, Kaspar Hedio,87 and Matthew Zell,68 were of an
opinion more nearly approaching that of the Wittenbergers,
namely that divorce was a worse evil than marriage with a
brother's widow, and that the most practical solution of the
problem would be polygamy. Bucer was at great pains to form
an opinion, getting all the documents and advice in the case

" E. Egli, AktemannUung zur Zurcher Reformation, 1879, no. 1174. Again in
May 1633 (after ZwingU's death) a man thought better to plead guilty to adultery
than to blganky, ibid. no. 1941.

" Zwingli's Werke, ed. Schuler und SchulthesB, viii. 636.
" Oecolampadii et Zwinglii Epulolarum libri quatuor, Basle, 1036, p. 24.
u Zwingli's Werke, ed. Schuler und Schulthees, viii. 631.
u ZwingU's Werke, viii. 634.
M Burnet, I. c, dates these letter* 10 and 31 August, but the facts given above would

suggest that the first letter was of a later date.
" Burnet, 2. c. Phrygio's reel name was Seulrnstecker; he was born at Con-

stance and after his conversion to the reformed church, about 1624, oooupied
various positions as pastor and professor at Schlettstadt, Basle, and Tubingen, until
his death in 1643 : Baum, Capito und Butitr (I860), p. 268. His death U mentioned
in a letter from Hedio to Myconius, 25 September 1543, printed in K. und W. KraJt,
Briefe und Document* aw der Btformationtzeit, p. 92.

M Baum, Capita und Butter, gives the lives of theso reformers, bat says nothing
of their connexion with this case, or of that of Bucer with the landgrave's bigamy.
His strongly nroteetant bias probably led him tu avoid mention of unedifying
facts which he must have known. The same must be said of Bishop Burnet, who
merely mentions that Bucer was of ' another opinion', though without saying what
it was.

" See his life in the ReaUne^UopOdie fur proUttantUcht Thtclogit, «.v.
" F. Unaelt, MatXieu ZtU, It premier Jttformateur de Strasbourg, 1864.
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080 GERMAN OPINION OF THE October

possible, and even writing to Melanchthon.69 He was particularly
anxious to ascertain the king's motives ; he asked for a description
of the king and of Anne Boleyn from Grynaeus, and wished to
know whether they had yet any children ;70 and he wrote to one
of his most intimate friends that some said that the king was
moved by scruples of conscience, but others that he was only
tired of his present wife and in love with the girl he wanted to
marry.71 He was so much exercised by the fear that a breach
with the Swiss would result from his persisting in his first opinion,
that he finally decided to send in no official statement whatever,
and informed Zwingli that he would do nothing to oppose his view
of the case.7* In 1534 we findhim blaming Henry for his marriage
with Anne.73 The other Strassburg divines were less pliant;
Hedio slightly modified his opinion, but Capito and Zell refused
to change theirs,74 and three years later Capito wrote a book on
the subject, dedicated to the king, who sent him in return one
hundred and twenty crowns.

Grynaeus copied in a book all the letters he had collected, and
sent them with a Buinmary to Henry VIII.75 There is no extant
aocount of their reception, but it iH probable that their influence
waa felt in several ways. The opinion of Zwingli, Oecolampadius,
and Phrygio, that his first marriage was null, was exactly what
Henry wanted, and may have led him to look more favourably
on the Reformation, while at the same time it made the names
of those men odious to Sir Thomas More.74 The alternative of
bigamy met with no acceptance in Henry's mind, as it did later
in that of Philip of Hesse. The reason for this is to be found
neither in Henry's superior morality, nor in the opposition of

" See Melanchthon's answer, 8 November 1631, Corpus Rtjormatorum, ii. 552.
™ Original Letters, Parker Society (Cambridge, 1846-7), ep. eclv.
11 Schiess, Briefweduil der Blaurer, i. 208; of. 278.
M Zwingli'g Werke, ed. Schulcr und Schultheaa, viii. 644. On Bucer'a opinion, tee

ibid. 636. That Buoer sent in no statement to Grynaeus may be inferred by the absence
of his name in the list of letters given by Cirynacus, Original Letters, loc. cit., and by the
assertion of Burnet, (. c

" Schieas, op. cit. p. 460.
" Original Letters, 2. c. Too book waa Rttponsio it mista, matrimonio tt iure

magistrates in religione. D. Wolfgango Capitono autore. Strassburg, 1537. The
dedicatory epistle is dated 9 March. A second edition, revised by the author,
appeared in 1640. The honorarium is mentioned in T. W. Rohrich, GeacMichlt der
Reformation im EUass, 1832, ii. 171.

" Original Letters, no. eclvii, dated conjccturally 10 September 1531.
" ' Zmingle and Frere Husgcn ' (Oecolampadius being the Greek for Haussrbcin)

are often mentioned with detestation by More, thongh he does not refer to this
episode. Burnet states that there was a letter from Calvin on the subject. This is
oertainly a mistake, as Calvin was only twenty-two at the time and there is no such
letter extant. In various places in his works he condemns polygamy {Corpus
Reformaiorum, Ii. 61, lv. 666 f.), and especially for kings {ibid, xxxviii, part ii, 257 £.
(1638), lv. 474 f. (1666)). He also speaks severely of Henry VIII (ibid. I n . 208,
lixi.134).
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men like More and Cranmer,77 but chicHy in the different situation
of the two princes. Pliilip of Hesse already had heirs and did not
desire to supplant them. His one motive was the reconciliation
of a libertine passion with the scruples of a sensitive, if abnormal,
conscience. His second marriage was only, in fact, as lAicer
put it,78 ' a holy, useful remedy for lust,' though unfortunately an
ineffective one.7* Henry's principal motive was to secure the
succession ; and whatever may have been considered the biblical
doctrine of marriage, it was clear that in civil law polygamy was
a crime, and that, being without precedent, the children of such
a marriage would undoubtedly have been considered illegitimate.

PBESEHVED SMITH.

" Cranmer't Works, od. Parker Society, ii. 23 I, 329 ; Pollard, Cranmer, 121. On
More, see above, p. 673.

" Rockwell, op. cii. p. 277. '• H. Orisar, Luther (1911), ii. 427 f.
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